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Rising nutrient-pulse frequency 
and high UVR strengthen microbial 
interactions
Marco J. Cabrerizo1,2, Juan Manuel Medina-Sánchez1, Irene Dorado-García2,  
Manuel Villar-Argaiz1 & Presentación Carrillo2
Solar radiation and nutrient pulses regulate the ecosystem’s functioning. However, little is known about 
how a greater frequency of pulsed nutrients under high ultraviolet radiation (UVR) levels, as expected in 
the near future, could alter the responses and interaction between primary producers and decomposers. 
In this report, we demonstrate through a mesocosm study in lake La Caldera (Spain) that a repeated 
(press) compared to a one-time (pulse) schedule under UVR prompted higher increases in primary (PP) 
than in bacterial production (BP) coupled with a replacement of photoautotrophs by mixotrophic 
nanoflagellates (MNFs). The mechanism underlying these amplified phytoplanktonic responses was 
a dual control by MNFs on bacteria through the excretion of organic carbon and an increased top-
down control by bacterivory. We also show across a 6-year whole-lake study that the changes from 
photoautotrophs to MNFs were related mainly to the frequency of pulsed nutrients (e.g. desert dust 
inputs). Our results underscore how an improved understanding of the interaction between chronic and 
stochastic environmental factors is critical for predicting ongoing changes in ecosystem functioning and 
its responses to climatically driven changes.
Nutrients and light are two key factors that regulate the ecosystem’s functioning. Nutrient pulses are stochastic 
events of brief resource availability that have strong effects on a huge variety of ecological processes (e.g. growth, 
primary production [PP], consumer-resource interaction) in a range of ecosystems worldwide1,2. Although Yang 
et al.3 have clearly defined pulsed resources, a major unresolved question is how the increasing frequency of 
such events due to global climate change4 could alter ecosystem dynamics in the future. Specifically, the heavy 
transport of atmospheric dust due to severe droughts related to climate change and positive anomalies in the 
North Atlantic Oscillation Index (+ NAO) implies greater mineral inputs to aquatic ecosystems worldwide5. 
These higher mineral inputs to ecosystems may be particularly relevant in the Mediterranean region due to its 
proximity with the Sahara Desert, which constitutes the largest global dust-export source of mineral nutrients, 
especially inorganic phosphorus (P)6,7. These potential increases in the P inputs may be particularly critical in 
severely nutrient-limited aquatic environments such as open-sea areas8,9 or oligotrophic high-mountain lakes10,11, 
because of the relatively greater exposure to atmospheric deposition and/or the minimal influence of catchment 
vegetation12. Brief events of pulsed nutrients in these ecosystems can account for a large proportion of all availa-
ble resources, which can have persistent repercussions for primary producers, consumers and decomposers13,14. 
These persistent effects result from the altered cell size and structure of the microbial community15,16 as well as 
from altered key processes such as PP and trophic interaction within the microbial loop17,18.
Ever since the pioneering study by Azam et al.19, information has been progressively amassed concerning 
the complex interactions between the nutritional–physicochemical environment and the components of the 
microbial food web in oligotrophic ecosystems. Surges in nutrient availability are known to reduce competition 
between phytoplankton and bacteria and stimulate their growth20. This stimulatory effect on both compartments 
and the reported increase in the excretion of organic carbon (EOC) by phytoplankton21,22, can be propagated 
from the microbial loop23,17 to the grazing chain24. Therefore, the microbial loop development depends on the 
coupling between phytoplankton and bacteria. This coupling is defined as the capacity of the carbon (C) released 
by the phytoplankton to support the bacterial C requirement25 and the degree of coupling differs depending on 
the inorganic nutrient availability26,21, ultraviolet radiation (UVR) exposure27, temperature22 or stoichiometric 
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balances28,29. However, this traditional paradigm of food-web structure is being challenged by a current of thought 
that suggests an alternative new paradigm in which the bulk of the base of this food web is supported by protist 
planktonic communities that are mixotrophic, combining phagotrophy and phototrophy within the same organ-
ism, instead of photoautotrophic phytoplankton30. In fact, an increasing number of studies show the prevalence 
of mixotrophs in natural communities, particularly in surface waters of oligotrophic ecosystems (i.e. freshwater 
and marine), where they tend to predominate due to having an advantage on photoautotrophic phytoplankton by 
obtaining limiting nutrients (e.g. P) through phagotrophy31–34. In addition to their flexible nutrition, mixotrophs 
seem also to be favoured by high light conditions28,35, and hence it would be expected that, under stabler and shal-
lower upper mixed layers (UMLs) due to global change situation, they would be strongly benefited with respect 
to photoautotrophic groups by greater exposure to radiation.
Solar radiation including the UVR region of the spectrum, is another key factor that controls ecosystem function-
ing and their communities by acting upon several biotic targets (e.g. DNA, photosystems or membranes) and met-
abolic processes in planktonic organisms (e.g. photosynthesis, respiration, growth)36,37. Thus, the biological effects 
of UVR may be particularly striking in clear environments (e.g. open ocean areas and high-mountain lakes)8,38  
because the high transparency of the water column allows the ambient UVR and photosynthetically active radia-
tion (PAR) intensities to be sufficient to cause near-surface photoinhibition39.
Despite the ecological relevance of each of these environmental factors, the community’s responses to a single 
factor are frequently altered by synergistic or antagonistic interactions among them40. For example, some authors 
have reported that nutrient pulses can unmask the harmful UVR effects on phytoplankton and/or bacterial pro-
duction (BP)41–43, altering the trophic interactions within the microbial loop22. Contrarily, other studies contend 
that nutrient pulses can attenuate the damage that UVR inflicts on PP and BP44,28,45.
However, no available study to date has experimentally quantified how the interaction between an increased 
nutrient-pulse frequency and high UVR levels will affect commensalistic phytoplankton–bacteria interactions, 
community dynamics (e.g. dominance and/or succession in the microbial community) and the ecosystem pro-
ductivity in the future global-change scenario. To address these questions, we conducted a field mesocom exper-
iment in lake La Caldera (Spain; Fig. S1) where we manipulated (1) the schedule of nutrient inputs (press [5 μ g 
P L−1 × 6 times] vs. pulse [30 μ g P L−1 once]), while maintaining the total amount of nutrients (i.e. P) at the end 
of the experiment, and (2) the spectrum of radiation received (with and without UVR). The rationale behind 
this approach was to mimic future increases in the frequency of atmospheric dust depositions rich in P from the 
Sahara Desert and high solar radiation levels (UVR and/or PAR) undergone by planktonic communities as if they 
were trapped in the top layer of the water column due to a potential stratification induced by global warming. We 
examine the structural, stoichiometric, and metabolic responses of phytoplankton and heterotrophic bacteria as 
well as the interaction between these two groups. In addition, we compare these experimental responses together 
with the microbial community dynamics and the natural variability in the atmospheric dust-deposition inputs 
entering the ecosystem via a 6-year seasonal and interannual observational study.
Results
Long-term biological and climatic data. The temporal dynamics from 2010–2015 showed that phy-
toplankton predominated over bacteria in terms of biomass (except for 2015) and reflected two clear response 
Figure 1. Dynamics of the biomass contribution (in μg C L−1) of main phytoplankton groups (mixotrophic 
nanoflagellates [MNFs, orange area] and photoautotrophs [green area]) and bacterial community [gray 
dotted line]) and aerosol index (AI in relative units, solid circles) with events >10 for the 2010–2015 
ice-free period (from 1 June to 15 November) in lake La Caldera. Note that AI > 10 is a measure of intense 
atmospheric dust deposition inputs and that frequency is denoted with the degree of clustering of solid circles.
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patterns related to the intensity and frequency of aerosol inputs (i.e. Aerosol Index [AI]). Thus, when aerosol 
inputs were intense (AI > 10), as in the case of years 2011, 2013, and 2015, the biomass of photoautotrophs (mainly 
Monoraphidium sp.) considerably increased, whereas the biomass of MNFs (dominated by Chromulina nevadensis) 
remained low and unaltered (< 5μ g C L−1). By contrast, when aerosol inputs increased in frequency during 2010 
and 2012 (i.e. the clusters of black dots in Fig. 1) the opposite pattern resulted, as reflected by the dominance of 
MNFs over photoautotrophs in La Caldera lake (Fig. 1). Ciliates and heterotrophic nanoflagellates (HNFs) were 
not detected on any sampling date during the 6-year period studied.
Experimental approach. The lake’s physico-chemical conditions. The water temperature in the water col-
umn showed no thermal stratification (Fig. S2; Supplementary text S1). According to the attenuation coefficients 
of solar radiation (kd305 = 0.61; kd320 = 0.52; kd380 = 0.34), the first two meters received ca. 90% of incident UVR. 
Similarly, PAR also penetrated deep into the lake (kdPAR = 0.25) with > 10% of incident radiation reaching the bot-
tom of the lake. Mesocosms in the experiments, incubated at 1-m depth, received mean irradiances 2- to 3-fold 
higher than those received by organisms in the water column (e.g. 11.04 vs. 4.06 [320 nm] μ W cm−2 nm−1 and 
908.60 vs. 468.86 [PAR] μ mol photons m−2 s−1). Dissolved nutrients (total dissolved phosphorus [TDP] and total 
dissolved nitrogen [TDN], Supplementary Table S1) slowly decreased over time to non-detectable levels in the 
lake whereas dissolved organic carbon (DOC) remained relatively unchanged (Table S2).
Nutrient and chlorophyll a (Chl a) dynamics in mesocosms. In ambient nutrient treatments, we found a slight 
but significant rise in TDP (~0.16 μ M P) at mid-term, followed by a significant fall at the end of the experimen-
tal period (Tables S1 and S3). In nutrient-enriched treatments, two well-differentiated patterns were discerned, 
depending on how nutrients were amended: (1) in press treatments, TDP increased up to 0.30 (± 0.04) μ M P 
under UVR at the end of the experimental period; and (2) in pulse treatments, TDP decreased after the nutrient 
pulse was added from ~0.40 (± 0.05) μ M P to concentrations similar to those registered before nutrient additions 
(31 August; Table S1). TDN remained relatively unchanged over the experimental period under ambient and press 
treatments (except for PARpress), whereas it was significantly higher under pulse treatments (Tables S1 and S3). 
Therefore, these results suggest that N was in excess and was not a limiting factor. DOC concentrations were 
low over the experimental period, particularly under ambient nutrient treatments (Tables S2 and S3); however, a 
continuous increase occurred under PARpulse treatment during the experiment. An interactive UVR × P × Time 
effect on TDP, TDN, and DOC was found (Table S3).
Similarly, there was a UVR × P × Time interactive effect on Chl a (Tables S4 and S5). By contrast, as a single 
factor, UVR did not exert a significant effect under ambient or enriched nutrient treatments (except for the final 
incubation day), whereas the addition of nutrients prompted a significantly steady increase in Chl a compared to 
ambient treatments.
Nutrient-pulse frequency and UVR effects on the microbial community. Phytoplankton dominated the biomass of 
the nanoplanktonic food web both in ambient and nutrient-amended treatments over the experiment (Fig. 2A–C; 
Tables S5 and S6). However, as for the lake, ciliates and HNFs were not found in any of the mesocosms. Bacterial 
biomass remained relatively stable (values < 13 μ g C L−1) over the experiment regardless of the nutrient and radi-
ation treatments considered (insert in Fig. 2B,C; Tables S5 and S6).
Two phytoplankton species dominated the community under all experimental conditions (see below), 
Monoraphidium sp. (a photoautotroph) and Chromulina nevadensis (a MNF), which comprised over 95% 
of the total phytoplankton biomass during the experiment. The rest of the total biomass was represented by 
Bacillariophyeae (i.e. Cyclotella sp.), Dinophyceae (i.e. Gymnodinium sp.), and Cryptophyceae (i.e. Rhodomonas 
and Cryptopmonas sp.). At the beginning of experiment, no significant differences (F = 2.25, p = 0.19) were found 
in the total phytoplankton (photoautotrophs and MNFs) biomass between the ambient (20.40 ± 3.82 μ g C L−1) and 
nutrient-enriched treatments (press = 26.79 ± 4.83 and pulse = 19.96 ± 4.52 μ g C L−1). However, over the exper-
iment, the photoautotrophs and MNFs biomass decreased in ambient treatments whereas they increased in the 
press and pulse treatments. Thus, photoautotrophs dominated the microbial community in the ambient nutrient 
treatments, contributing between ca. 6 to ca. 28 μ g C L−1, while MNFs biomass did not exceed 1 μ g C L−1 (Fig. 2A). 
In both nutrient treatments (press and pulse) photoautotrophs were replaced by MNFs, although with different 
timing, as they dominated on day 13 in the case of press treatments and on day 16 for pulse treatments. In fact, in 
the pulse treatments, independently of the radiation treatment, photoautotrophs grew exponentially up to day 7 
(ca. 200 μ g C L−1), after which they progressively declined towards the end of the experiment. By contrast, MNFs 
followed the opposite pattern, from an initially low biomass (< 20 μ g C L−1) to a maximum of ca. 110 μ g C L−1 
at the end of the experiment under UVR. In the case of the press treatment under UVR, photoautotrophs showed 
a unimodal response and reached their maximum biomass by day 10. The subsequent decline in biomass after this 
date was coupled with a sharp increase in MNFs towards the end of the experiment. A similar unimodal response 
pattern was observed for MNFs under PAR-treatment, although biomass peaked by day 13 (ca. 400 μ g C L−1), 
whereas the photoautotrophs biomass remained fairly constant throughout the experiment (Fig.  2C; 
Tables S5 and S6).
Nutrient-pulse frequency and UVR effects on metabolic variables. At the end of experiment, when samples had 
received the same amount of nutrients but at different frequencies, the percentage of photosynthetic excreted car-
bon gross assimilation (%PEGA) exhibited values < 100% in all cases (Fig. 3H), as did the ratio bacterial carbon 
demand:excreted organic carbon (BCD:EOC ratio; Fig. S3A), and showed the same pattern of response to UVR 
and nutrient treatments as the BCD:EOC ratio (Fig. S3A; Table S7). In addition, values < 100% for PEGA and the 
BCD:EOC ratio were also found in the shorter term, when both communities had received a different intensity of 
nutrient pulses (moderate and intense treatments; Fig. S3B; Tables S7 and S8 and Supplementary text S2).
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Figure 2. Non-linear regression of the dynamics of the main phytoplankton groups (in μ g C L−1), mixotrophic 
nanoflagellates (MNFs, orange lines) and photoautotrophs (green lines) during the experiment under  
(A) ambient, (B) press and (C) pulse treatments. Dashed and solid thick lines (green and orange) represent samples 
under UVR (> 280 nm) and PAR (> 400 nm), respectively, whereas thin dashed and solid lines (green and orange) 
indicate 95% interval confidence for each regression fitted by peak-Gaussian: y = y0 + a exp (− 0.5 ((x − b)/w2))  
or cubic: y = ax3 + bx2 + cx + d. Solid diamonds and circles in A,B and C panels represent the temporal variation 
of soluble reactive phosphorus (SRP, in μ g L−1) over the experiments under two radiation treatments: UVR  
(> 280 nm) and PAR (> 400 nm), respectively. Inserted figures in (A,B and C) represent total community biomass 
including bacterial compartment (in μ g C L−1; gray) under the two radiation treatments mentioned previously.
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
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Figure 3. (A) Sestonic phosphorus (P) concentrations (in μ g L−1), (B) sestonic carbon: phosphorus ratio (C:P ratio), 
(C) bacterial production (BP, in μ g C L−1 h−1), (D) primary production (PP, in μ g C L−1 h−1), (E) excretion of organic 
carbon (EOC, in μ g C L−1 h−1), (F) bacterial respiration (BR, μ M O2 h−1), (G) bacterial growth efficiency (BGE) 
and (H) percentage of photosynthetic excreted gross assimilation (%PEGA) in lake La Caldera under two radiation 
treatments: UVR (> 280 nm, white bars) and PAR (> 400 nm, black bars) and three nutrient treatments: ambient 
(amb), press and pulse. The bars represent mean values of three replicates and lines in top of the bars are the standard 
deviation. Letters indicate differences among treatments by Bonferroni post hoc test. Note that these results represent 
responses observed over the longer term, when communities received the same amount of nutrients but at different 
frequencies.
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Sestonic P, PP, bacterial respiration (BR), and %PEGA (Fig. 3; Table S9) were significantly higher under the 
press treatment when compared to the pulse treatment and UVR; however, the opposite was true for BP and the 
bacterial growth efficiency (BGE), where the lowest values corresponded to the press treatment. By contrast, under 
UVR, the sestonic C:P ratio and EOC were similar between the press and pulse treatments. In this sense, and 
partially contrasting with the findings over the shorter term (moderate and intense treatments; Fig. S4; Table S8 
and Supplementary text S2), our results show that the press or pulse input counteracted (e.g. C:P ratio, BP, BGE) 
or reversed (e.g. sestonic P, PP, BR, %PEGA) the negative UVR effects, except for the %PEGA, for which a pulse 
input unmasked the negative effects mentioned above.
Relationship between the microbial community and its environment. Due to the variation in the interaction 
strength of the microbial community and the changes in the taxonomic composition throughout the incuba-
tion period, a structural equation modelling (SEM) analysis was performed to test the potential top-down (by 
MNFs) vs. bottom-up (by DOC and TDP) control on the bacterial biomass under the two simulated natural 
scenarios considered in this study (press × UVR and pulse × UVR). The two SEM analyses exhibited a good fit 
with the observed data for both scenarios, as indicated by their non-significant χ 2 (p > 0.05) and by the two 
goodness-of-fit indices (NFI and GFI > 0.9 in both cases; Fig. 4 and supplementary text S3). Regardless of the 
nutrient treatment, SEM yielded positive and significant (p < 0.05) standardized path coefficients for the effects 
of DOC and TDP on bacteria (press, 0.48 and 0.59; pulse, 0.39 and 0.62, respectively), whereas they were neg-
ative and non-significant (p > 0.05) for MNFs. In addition, both resources were positively correlated in the 
pulse × UVR scenario (p < 0.001) (Fig. 4B). SEM analysis showed negative and significant standardized path 
coefficients for conditions (i.e. low P) favouring MNFs, resulting in an increased MNFs bacterivory on the bac-
terial biomass, which was 2.5-fold higher in the press compared to the pulse × UVR scenario (press, − 0.72 and 
p < 0.001; pulse, − 0.29 and p < 0.01).
Discussion
This study responds to the increasing need for forecasts on how the growing frequency of climatically driven 
nutrient pulses and their interaction with other stressors alters the structure and the strength of biotic interactions 
Figure 4. Graphic path model representing the relationship between mixotrophic nanoflagellates (MNFs) 
and bacterial biomass and the dynamics of nutrients (total dissolved phosphorus, TDP and dissolved organic 
carbon, DOC) in lake La Caldera under the two ‘natural’ scenarios of frequency of pulsed nutrients considered, 
(A) press × UVR and (B) pulse × UVR. Arrow widths are proportional to path coefficients; the two-headed 
arrow denotes correlations and the one-headed arrow causal relationship. Negative effects are indicated by 
dashed lines and positive effects by solid black lines. Numbers join to the paths indicate standardized paths 
coefficients. Significance p-values are denoted with *p-value < 0.05, **p-value < 0.01 and ***p-value < 0.001.  
Fit statistics (Goodness-of-fit index, GFI; normal-fit index, NGI; χ 2; p-value).
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in food webs2. Our findings show that under UVR the press conditions, more than pulse conditions, stimulated PP 
and phytoplankton biomass. Although previous studies also reported a concomitant microbial loop development 
after nutrient inputs in oligotrophic ecosystems17,46, our results show that this may not generally be the case for all 
oligotrophic ecosystems, supporting previous studies in this ecosystem that found only a transitory development 
of this compartment after nutrient pulses21,47.
Surprisingly, the limited bacterial development and the absence of ciliates and HNFs was counterbalanced 
by the increased development of MNFs, particularly under UVR and press conditions. In fact, under pulse con-
ditions, photoautotrophs dominated the community exhibiting a characteristic domed-curve dynamic proba-
bly due to the rapid and high levels of nutrient availability that caused an overshoot of the consumer-carrying 
capacity, generating rapid community growth followed by substantial declines, which in some cases, even lead to 
population extinctions48. By contrast, the early and sustained development of MNFs under the press conditions 
(particularly under UVR) is consistent with previous findings, both in laboratory and field studies30,33,49,50, show-
ing that MNFs are most successful when nutrients are scarce and solar radiation plentiful. This is indicative that 
the press conditions maintained nutrient scarceness (as actual availability) below the threshold that would elicit a 
bloom-development of photoautotrophic phytoplankton.
Our field survey on a seasonal and inter-annual scale and our experimental results show a consistent response 
pattern with the prevalence of MNFs under low but frequent nutrient inputs, whereas photoautotrophs responded 
to high nutrient inputs, denoting the differential growth strategy that both groups adopted with the nutrient-input 
schedule. However, in neither approach was there a clear development of bacteria nor was the presence of ciliates 
or HNFs detected, a finding that we attribute to a higher competitive advantage of MNFs over ciliates and HNFs 
(not found here), because MNFs have a lower minimum threshold of bacteria abundance to grow51. In addition, 
as Mitra et al.30 recently suggested, the synergistic co-operation between phototrophy (to obtain C) and phago-
trophy (to obtain nutrients) within the same organism also confer higher competitive advantage to MNFs over 
photoautotrophs. This is particularly relevant under high light intensities and low nutrient concentrations, condi-
tions which favour increased bacterivory rates31 and positive net growth rates50 of MNFs.
In relation to the joint effects of pulsed nutrients and UVR on primary producers, bacteria and their commen-
salistic interaction, our results show that PP and BP were stimulated several-fold over the shorter term (different 
intensity of nutrient inputs; Fig. S4 and Supplementary text S2) and over the longer term of the experiment (equal 
intensity of nutrient inputs; Fig. 3). The reported increases in PP were consistently coupled with increases in the 
sestonic P content and decreases in the sestonic C:P ratio, indicating a more balanced elemental content of phy-
toplankton to growth43.
Despite the EOC satisfying the BCD in both nutrient-input schedules, the BCD (and BR) was higher (2-fold) 
and the BP (and BGE) was lower in the press × UVR than in the pulse × UVR scenario (Fig. 3C). These findings 
suggest that press conditions caused bacteria to use most of their C uptake for energy expenditure rather than 
for biomass production. Moreover, this lower BP found under a press than pulse × UVR scenario could be due 
to a higher bacterivory by MNFs on bacteria, a possibility supported by the fact that the negative SEM coeffi-
cients for the MNF–bacteria interaction were 2-fold higher under the press × UVR scenario, hence denoting an 
intensive top-down control of bacterial compartment by MNFs. These results support our previous findings on 
the dominance of MNFs in oligotrophic ecosystems, and are in line with a newly proposed microbial food-web 
paradigm31,30 where MNFs dominate the microbial community and are responsible for most C fixation, while 
also controlling the bacterial biomass due to their phagotrophic metabolism. Therefore, the energetic constraint 
of bacteria (i.e. a higher respiratory cost) together with a higher top-down control under press conditions could 
help to explain the steadiness of the heterotrophic compartment over the time.
From the above, we conclude that the growing frequency of pulsed nutrients entering into the ecosystems 
together with high UVR fluxes can reinforce the dual control that MNFs exert on bacteria via increased photo-
synthetic C release, a share of which can be recycled through phagotrophy following the MNF–bacteria–MNF 
sequence. This dual form of control favours the bypass or short circuit between the two functional groups, as 
described by Medina-Sánchez et al.31 and Carrillo et al.52 in freshwater ecosystems and by Ptacnik et al.35 in 
marine ecosystems. This mutualistic interaction underpins the mixotrophic strategy reported in this study, as a 
high frequency of low nutrient inputs under high UVR levels benefits the growth of MNFs. Therefore, the com-
bination of these two factors could explain the inter-annual persistence of MNFs in this and other freshwater and 
marine clear-water ecosystems31,33,53.
The present study has three major implications. First, current changes that are occurring in resources (e.g. the 
increasing frequency of pulsed nutrients) and energy fluxes (i.e. higher solar radiation under shallower UMLs) 
in many oligotrophic areas worldwide may cause a shift in the dominance of the planktonic community from 
photoautototrophs to mixotrophs coupled with higher primary productivity rates in these ecosystems. Second, 
such changes in planktonic community structure could reinforce the top-down control on heterotrophic bacteria 
through mixotrophic metabolism. Third, it is critical to consider the interaction between chronic and stochas-
tic environmental stressors to more accurately predict and understand how population and communities will 
respond to the predicted climate-driven changes.
Methods
Study site. La Caldera is a high-mountain lake situated above the treeline (3050 m a.s.l.) in the Sierra 
Nevada National Park (southern Spain, 36°55′–37°15′N, 2°31′–3°40′W) on siliceous bedrock in a glacial 
cirque. The site has been previously described in terms of its physical, chemical, and biological characteris-
tics, highlighting its high transparency to solar radiation, strong limitation by P and relatively simple pelagic 
community47.
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Measurements of natural inputs of pulsed nutrients: Remote sensing. As a measure of aerosol 
content in the troposphere, we used the ultraviolet (UV)-AI produced by the Giovanni online data system, devel-
oped and maintained by the NASA GES DISC54 (Supplementary text S4) as a proxy for natural nutrient inputs 
into the ecosystem.
Observational approach: Field sampling in the water column from 2010–2015. Sampling was 
conducted during the ice-free periods (1 June to 15 November) from 2010 to 2015. For each sampling day, a lake 
sample was constructed from equal volumes of lake-water samples collected with a 6-L horizontal Van Dorn 
sampler from three depths, spaced evenly within the photic layer at least affected by 1% PAR. From this composite 
lake sample, subsamples of 125 mL for phytoplankton taxonomic composition and 500 mL for ciliates and HNFs 
were preserved using alkaline Lugol’s reagent.
Experimental approach. An in situ experimental setup consisted of 18 UVR-transparent low-density pol-
yethylene mesocosms (0.58 m in diameter, LDPE, Plasticos Andalucia), closed at the bottom and the top, with a 
total volume of 0.1 m3. The LDPE used transmits > 70% of UVR and > 85% of PAR. A water pump was used to 
fill each mesocosm with 45 μ m of filtered lake water (excluding zooplankton), which was collected from the first 
meter in depth. Once filled, the mesocosms were set in six racks 4 m long × 3 m wide (three for UVR and three for 
PAR, see below) made of 3-cm polyvinyl chloride pipe, and placed under a thin water layer in the lake (1 m deep). 
Thus, the cells were exposed to the worst-case scenario of solar radiation (i.e. as if they were in the top layer of the 
water column due to a shallower UML), as is expected due to global warming55,56. The six racks were set approxi-
mately 25 m apart to avoid shading effects and were secured to a buoy attached to an anchored rope. The radiation 
treatments were performed by using a cover of polyethylene arranged on the mesocosms that transmitted > 70% 
of UVR and > 85% of PAR in the case of the UVR treatment, whereas the PAR treatment was performed by using 
a cover of UV-filter foil (UV-Process Supply Inc., IL, USA) arranged on the mesocosms that transmitted > 90% of 
PAR but blocked UVR (< 400 nm).
The experiment was conducted from 31 August to 18 September 2011 using a 2 × 3 full-factorial matrix (in 
triplicate) with: a) two radiation treatments, UVR (> 280 nm) and PAR (> 400 nm); and b) three nutrient condi-
tions: (1) ambient (amb); (2) press (5 μ g P L−1 × 6 times); and (3) pulse (30 μ g P L−1 × 1 time). When we integrated 
over the experimentation period, both the press and pulse treatments had the same quantity of nutrients added. 
To ensure that P (as NaH2PO4) remained as the limiting nutrient in the enclosures, inorganic N (as NH4NO3) 
was added to mesocosms to reach an N:P molar ratio of 30. The rationale for using nutrient additions (N and P) 
as a proxy of Saharan dust deposition was because: (1) mineral aerosols are the dominant source of atmospheric 
TP on a global scale (82%)6 and (2) previous studies in the Sierra Nevada National Park area established clear 
connections between TP loads and Saharan dust depositions57. Also, the addition of inorganic N to reach an N:P 
molar ratio of 30 mimics the mean value of the molar TN:TP ratio also found in total atmospheric deposition57.
At the beginning of the experiment, nutrients were added for both treatments (5 μ g P L−1 for the press treat-
ment and 30 μ g P L−1 for the pulse treatment), and on days 4, 7, 9, 12, and 15 of September in the case of the 
press treatment until a final concentration of 30 μ g P L−1 was reached. The duration of the experiment was based 
upon the regional frequency of atmospheric deposition events that are involved with the release of P into lake La 
Caldera57 and with the microbial community dynamics (Supplementary text S5). Samples for the different anal-
ysis and measurements outlined below were taken early in the morning (and before the nutrient additions in the 
case of the press treatment) in each experimental day using a water pump connected to a silicone tube inserted 
into each mesocosm during the incubation period to prevent tampering.
Analyses and measurements. Stoichiometric variables. To determine sestonic C and P, we filtered water 
samples from each mesocosm (500 mL) through pre-combusted (1 h at 550 °C) GF/B Whatman filters (25-mm 
diameter). For sestonic P, filters were placed in acid-washed vessels, persulfate digested at 120 °C for 30 min and 
immediately analysed as SRP following Murphy & Riley58. For sestonic C, filters were desiccated (24 h at 60 °C) 
and analysed using an elemental analyser (Perkin Elmer 2400, USA).
Structural variables. Water samples (250 mL) for Chl a determination were filtered through GF/F Whatman fil-
ters (25-mm diameter) and frozen at − 20 °C until analysis. For the Chl a analyses, filters were placed in centrifuge 
tubes (15 mL) with 5 ml of 90% acetone for 24 h at 4 °C in darkness. After this, the samples were centrifuged and 
the supernatant fluorescence was measured with a fluorometer (Perkin Elmer LS 55, USA)59.
The abundance of phytoplankton (photoautotrophs and MNFs), HNFs and ciliates were quantified following 
the procedure described by Straskrabová et al.60. Bacterial abundance was determined by the flow-cytometry 
technique (FACSCanto II, Becton Dickinson Biosciences, Oxford, UK). Previously, 1.5 mL of sampling water 
was fixed with 75 μ L of particle-free 20% (w/v) paraformaldehyde (1% final concentration) and frozen in liquid 
nitrogen to be stored at − 80 °C until analysed61,62 (Supplementary text S6).
Functional variables. PP was measured with the 14C-incorporation method63. Briefly, sets of four 50-mL quartz 
vessels (three clear and one dark) by treatment, with 0.37 MBq of NaH14CO3 (DHI Water and Environment, 
Germany) added, were placed in situ at 1 m under the surface, receiving a radiation treatment identical to that 
of the mesocosms, and incubated for 4 h symmetrically distributed around noon. Total organic carbon (TOC) 
was measured in 4-mL subsamples collected before filtration. Particulate PP was determined by serial filtration 
of the entire content of each quartz vessel (50 mL) through 1-μ m (particulate organic carbon, POC1) and 0.2-μ m 
(particulate organic carbon, POC2) pore-size Nucleopore filters of 25 mm in diameter. EOC was calculated as the 
sum of DOC and POC2 (Supplementary text S7).
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
9Scientific RepoRts | 7:43615 | DOI: 10.1038/srep43615
BP was measured using the radio-labelled thymidine-incorporation technique64. A set of five (3 + 2 blanks) 
acid-cleaned and sterilised tubes per treatment containing 1.5 mL of sample were inoculated with 3H-thymidine 
(SA = 48–50 Ci mmol−1, Perkin Elmer) to a final saturating concentration of 12 nM. After this, tubes were incu-
bated at the in situ temperature for 1 h in darkness (Supplementary text S7).
Samples for BR (< 0.7-μ m fraction) were filtered through Whatman GF/F filters (25-mm diameter), placed in 
sealed 25-mL glass vessels equipped with optode sensor-spots (SP-PSt3-NAU-D5-YOP) and incubated in dark-
ness in a temperature-controlled bath to maintain the same temperature as the lake and to measure the oxygen 
concentration over time using an oxygen optode (Fibox 3, PreSens GmbH, Germany; Supplementary text S7).
BGE was estimated as BP divided by the sum of BP and BR65,66. As autochthonous C (measured as EOC) is the 
C source preferentially used by bacteria22,67,68, and given the feasibility of segregating microbial fractions through 
filtration, we estimated the PEGA as:
= × +PEGA(%) 100 (POC BR)/(EOC)2
This represents a direct measurement of the strength of the interaction between phytoplankton and bacteria.
Data and statistical analysis. The effect of nutrients (ambient, press and pulse) on initial C biomass was tested 
by one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA). The interactive effect of UVR and P on phytoplankton and bacteria 
biomass and Chl a over time was tested by two-way repeated measures ANOVA (RM-ANOVA). The interactive 
effects of UVR and P evaluated as the intensity (moderate vs. intense) and frequency (press vs. pulse) of the 
pulse on stoichiometric (sestonic P and sestonic C:P ratio) and functional variables (BP, PP, EOC, BR, BGE, 
and %PEGA) were tested by a two-way ANOVA. Shorter- and longer-term responses were analysed separately 
because of the different nutrient concentrations present in the mesocosms each day. Sphericity (by Mauchly’s 
test), homoscedasticity (by Cochran’s and Levene’s tests) and normality (by Shapiro-Wilk’s test) were checked for 
each variable to verify the ANOVA and RM-ANOVA assumptions, respectively. When interactive effects were 
significant, Bonferroni’s post hoc test was used to denote statistical differences among and within treatments.
SEM analysis was used to test whether the pool of the main resources (i.e., TDP and DOC) influenced the 
relationship between MNF and bacteria biomass at the end of the experimental period under the two ‘natural’ 
scenarios considered (i.e., press × UVR and pulse × UVR, Supplementary text S3).
References
1. Yang, L. H. Periodical cicadas as resource pulses in North American Forests. Science 306, 1565–1568 (2004).
2. Yang, L. H. et al. A meta-analysis of resource pulse-consumer interactions. Ecol. Monogr. 80, 125–151 (2010).
3. Yang, L. H., Bastow, J., Spence, K. O. & Wright, A. N. What can we learn from resource pulses? Ecology 89, 621–634 (2008).
4. IPCC. Climate Change. The Physical Science Basis. 1–1535 (Cambridge University Press, New York, USA (2013).
5. Jickells, T. D. & Moore, C. M. The importance of atmospheric deposition for ocean productivity. Ann. Rev. Ecol. Evol. Syst. 46, 
481–501 (2015).
6. Mahowald, N. et al. Global distribution of atmospheric phosphorus sources, concentrations and deposition rates, and anthropogenic 
impacts. Glob. Biogeochem. Cy. 22, GB4026 (2008).
7. Gallisai, R., Peters, F., Volpe, G., Basart, S. & Baldasano, J. M. Saharan dust may affect phytoplankton growth in the Mediterranean 
Sea at ecological time scales. PLoS One, e110762 (2014).
8. Moore, C. M. et al. Processes and patterns of oceanic nutrient limitation. Nat. Geosci. 6, 701–710 (2013).
9. Cabrerizo, M. J., Medina-Sánchez, J. M., González-Olalla, J. M., Villar-Argaiz, M. & Carrillo, P. Saharan dust and high UVR jointly 
alter the metabolic balance in marine oligotrophic ecosystems. Sci. Rep. 6, 35892 (2016).
10. Carrillo, P., Delgado-Molina, J. A., Medina-Sánchez, J. M., Bullejos, F. J. & Villar-Argaiz, M. Phosphorus inputs unmask negative 
effects of ultraviolet radiation on algae in a high mountain lake. Glob. Change Biol. 14, 423–439 (2008).
11. Williamson, C. E., Saros, J. E. & Schindler, D. W. Sentinels of change. Science 323, 887–888 (2009).
12. Mladenov, N. et al. Dust inputs and bacteria influence dissolved organic matter in clear alpine lakes. Nat. Commun. 2, 405 (2011).
13. Lennon, J. T. & Cottingham, K. L. Microbial productivity in variable resource environments. Ecology 89, 1001–1014 (2008).
14. Yang, L. H. Pulses of dead periodical cicadas increase herbivory of american bellflowers. Ecology 89, 1497–1502 (2008).
15. Lekunberri, I. et al. Effects of a dust deposition event on coastal marine microbial abundance and activity, bacterial community 
structure and ecosystem function. J. Plankton Res. 32, 381–396 (2010).
16. Martínez-García, S. et al. Impact of atmospheric deposition on the metabolism of coastal microbial communities. Estuar. Coast. S. 
Sci. 153, 18–28 (2015).
17. Carrillo, P., Villar-Argaiz, M. & Medina-Sánchez, J. M. Does microorganism stoichiometry predict microbial food web interactions 
after a phosphorus pulse? Microb. Ecol. 56, 350–363 (2008).
18. Ridame, C. et al. Contrasted saharan dust events in LNLC environments: Impact on nutrient dynamics and primary production. 
Biogeosciences 11, 4783–4800 (2014).
19. Azam, F. et al. The ecological role of water-column microbes in the sea. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 10, 257–263 (1983).
20. Danger, M., Daufresne, T., Lucas, F., Pissard, S. & Lacroix, G. Does Liebig’s law of the minimum scale up from species to 
communities? Oikos 117, 1741–1751 (2008).
21. Medina-Sánchez, J. M., Delgado-Molina, J. A., Bratbak, G., Bullejos, F. J. & Carrillo, P. Maximum in the middle:Nonlinear response 
of microbial plankton to ultraviolet radiation and phosphorus. PLoS One 8, e60223 (2013).
22. Durán, C., Medina-Sánchez, J. M., Herrera, G. & Carrillo, P. Changes in the phytoplankton-bacteria coupling triggered by joint 
action of UVR, nutrients, and warming in Mediterranean high-mountain lakes. Limnol. Oceanogr. 61, 413–429 (2016).
23. Duarte, C. M. et al. Experimental test of bacteria-phytoplankton coupling in the Southern Ocean. Limnol. Oceanogr. 50, 1844–1854 
(2005).
24. Cottingham, K. L. et al. Response of phytoplankton and bacteria to nutrients and zooplankton: a mesocosm experiment. J. Plankton 
Res. 19, 995–1010 (1997).
25. Morán, X. A. G., Estrada, M., Gasol, J. M. & Pedrós-Alió, C. Dissolved primary production and the strength of phytoplankton-
bacterioplankton coupling in contrasting marine regions. Microb. Ecol. 44, 217–223 (2002).
26. López-Sandoval, D. C., Fernández, A. & Marañón, E. Dissolved and particulate primary production along a longitudinal gradient in 
the Mediterranean Sea. Biogeosciences 8, 815–825 (2011).
27. Carrillo, P. et al. Synergistic effects of UVR and simulated stratification on commensalistic algal-bacterial relationship in two 
optically contrasting oligotrophic Mediterranean lakes. Bioegeosciences 12, 697–712 (2015).
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
1 0Scientific RepoRts | 7:43615 | DOI: 10.1038/srep43615
28. Medina-Sánchez, J. M., Villar-Argaiz, M. & Carrillo, P. Solar radiation - nutrient interaction enhances the resource and predation 
algal control on bacterioplankton: A short-term experimental study. Limnol. Oceanogr. 51, 913–924 (2006).
29. Daufresne, T., Lacroix, G., Benhaim, D. & Loreau, M. Coexistence of algae and bacteria: A test of the carbon hypothesis. Aquat. 
Microb. Ecol. 53, 323–332 (2008).
30. Mitra, A. et al. The role of mixotrophic protist in the biological carbon pump. Biogeosciences 11, 995–1005 (2014).
31. Medina-Sánchez, J. M., Villar-Argaiz, M. & Carrillo, P. Neither with nor without you: A complex algal control on bacterioplankton 
in a high mountain lake. Limnol. Oceanogr. 49, 1722–1733 (2004).
32. Zubkov, M. V. & Tarran, G. A. High bacterivory by the smallest phytoplankton in the North Atlantic Ocean. Nature 455, 224–226 
(2008).
33. Hartmann, M. et al. Mixotrophic basis of Atlantic oligotrophic ecosystems. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 109, 5756–5760 (2012).
34. Unrein, F., Gasol, J. M., Not, F., Forn, I. & Massana, R. Mixotrophic haptophytes are key bacteral grazers in oligotrophic coastal 
waters. ISME J. 8, 164–176 (2014).
35. Ptacnik, R. et al. A light-induced shortcut in the planktonic microbial loop. Sci. Rep. 6, 29286 (2016).
36. Beardall, J. & Raven, J. A. The potential effects of global climate change on microalgal photosynthesis, growth and ecology. 
Phycologia 43, 26–40 (2004).
37. Häder, D.-P. et al. Effects of UV radiation on aquatic ecosystems and interactions with other environmental factors. Photochem. 
Photobiol. Sci. 14, 108–126 (2015).
38. Sommaruga, R. The role of solar UV radiation in the ecology of alpine lakes. J. Photochem. Photobiol. B: Biol. 62, 35–42 (2001).
39. Harrison, J. W. & Smith, R. E. H. Effects of ultraviolet radiation on the productivity and composition of freshwater phytoplankton 
communities. Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 8, 1218–1232 (2009).
40. Häder, D.-P. & Gao, K. Interactions of anthropogenic stress factors on marine phytoplankton. Front. Environ. Sci. 3, 14 (2015).
41. Pausz, C. & Herndl, G. J. Role of nitrogen versus phosphorus availability on the effect of UV radiation on bacterioplankton and their 
recovery from previous UV stress. Aquat. Microb. Ecol. 29, 89–95 (2002).
42. Korbee, N. et al. Effects of ultraviolet radiation and nutrients on the structure–function of phytoplankton in a high mountain lake. 
Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 11, 1087–1098 (2012).
43. Carrillo, P. et al. Interactive effect of UVR and phosphorus on the coastal phytoplankton community of the Western Mediterranean 
Sea: Unravelling eco-physiological mechanisms. PloS One 10, e0142987 (2015).
44. Bergmann, T., Richardson, T. L., Paerl, H. W., Pinckney, J. L. & Schofield, O. Synergy of light and nutrients on the photosynthetic 
efficiency of phytoplankton populations from the Neuse River Estuary, North Carolina. J. Plankton Res. 24, 923–933 (2002).
45. Helbling, E. W. et al. Interactive effects of vertical mixing, nutrients and ultraviolet radiation: in situ photosynthetic responses of 
phytoplankton from high mountain lakes in Southern Europe. Biogeosciences 10, 1037–1050 (2013).
46. Cotner, B. J. & Biddanda, B. A. Small players, large role: Microbial influence on biogeochemical processes in pelagic aquatic 
ecosystems. Ecosystems 5, 105–121 (2002).
47. Dorado-García, I., Medina-Sánchez, J. M., Herrera, G., Cabrerizo, M. J. & Carrillo, P. Quantification of carbon and phosphorus co-
limitation in bacterioplankton: New insights on an old topic. PLoS One 9, e99288 (2014).
48. Holt, R. D. Theoretical perspectives on resource pulses. Ecology 89, 671–681 (2008).
49. Rothhaupt, K. O. Laboratory experiments with a mixotrophy Chrysophyte and obligately phagotrophic and phototrophic 
competitors. Ecology 77, 716–724 (1996).
50. Fischer, R., Giebel, H.-A., Hillebrand, H. & Ptacnik, R. Importance of mixotrophic bacterivory can be predicted by light and loss 
rates. Oikos in press (2016).
51. Havskum, H. & Riemann, B. Ecological importante of bacterivorous, pigmented flagellates (mixotrophs) in the Bay of Aarhus, 
Denmark. Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser. 17, 17–27 (1996).
52. Carrillo, P., Medina-Sánchez, J. M., Villar-Argaiz, M., Delgado-Molina, J. A. & Bullejos, F. J. Complex interactions in microbial food 
webs: Stoichiometric and functional approaches. Limnetica 25, 189–204 (2006).
53. Sanders, R. W. & Gast, R. J. Bacterivory by phototrophic picoplankton and nanoplankton in Artic waters. FEMS Microb. Ecol. 82, 
242–253 (2011).
54. Acker, J. G. & Leptoukh, G. Online analysis enhance NASA Earth science data. EOS, Trans. AGU 88, 14–17 (2007).
55. Boyce, D. G., Lewis, M. R. & Worm, B. Global phytoplankton decline over the past century. Nature 466, 591–596 (2010).
56. Behrenfeld, M. J. et al. Climate-driven trends in contemporary ocean productivity. Nature 444, 752–755 (2006).
57. Morales-Baquero, R., Pulido-Villena, E. & Reche, I. Atmospheric inputs of phosphorus and nitrogen to the southwest Mediterranean 
region: Biogeochemical responses of high mountain lakes. Limnol. Oceanogr. 51, 830–837 (2006).
58. Murphy, J. & Riley, J. P. A modified single solution method for the determination of phosphate in natural waters. Anal. Chim. Acta 
27, 31–36 (1962).
59. APHA. Standard methods for the examination of water and wastewater (American Public Health Association, 1992).
60. Straškrabová, V. et al. Investigations on pelagic food webs in mountain lakes - aims and methods. J. Limnol. 58 77–87 (1999).
61. Kamiya, E., Izumiyama, S., Nishimura, M., Mitchell, J. G. & Kogure, K. Effects of fixation and storage on flow cytometric analysis of 
marine bacteria. J. Oceanogr. 63, 101–112 (2007).
62. Zubkov, M. V., Burkill, P. H. & Topping, J. N. Flow cytometric enumeration of DNA-stained oceanic planktonic protists. J. Plankton 
Res. 29, 79–86 (2007).
63. Steemann Nielsen, E. The use of radio-active carbon (C14) for measuring organic production in the sea. J. Cons. Perm. Int. Explor. 
Mer. 18, 117–140 (1952).
64. Fuhrman, J. A. & Azam, F. Thymidine incorporation as a measure of heterotrophic bacterioplankton production in marine surface 
waters: evaluation and field results. Mar. Biol. 66, 109–120 (1982).
65. del Giorgio, P. A. & Cole, J. J. Bacterial growth efficiency in natural aquatic systems. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst. 29, 503–541 (1998).
66. Vidal, L. O., Granéli, W., Daniel, C. B., Heiberg, L. & Roland, F. Carbon and phosphorus regulating bacterial metabolism in 
oligotrophic boreal lakes. J. Plankton Res. 33, 1747–1756 (2011).
67. Medina-Sánchez, J. M., Villar-Argaiz, M. & Carrillo, P. Modulation of the bacterial response to spectral solar radiation by algae and 
limiting nutrients. Freshwater Biol. 47, 2191–2204 (2002).
68. Kritzberg, E. S., Cole, J. J., Pace, M. L. & Granéli, W. Does autochthonous primary production drive variability in bacterial 
metabolism and growth efficiency in lakes dominated by terrestrial C inputs? Aquat. Microb. Ecol. 38, 103–111 (2005).
Acknowledgements
We are grateful to the GES DISC scientists and associated NASA personnel for the production of the data used in 
this research effort. We thank S. Rosillo, E. Jiménez-Coll, G. Herrera, S. Velasco-Ayuso and J. Rodríguez Huertas 
for providing tireless support in the field and for their help with sample analysis, J.M. González-Olalla and 
I. López for their contribution to interannual samplings and the editor Dr. Mia Bengtsson and two anonymous 
reviewers for their meaningful and thought provoking comments on early drafts of our manuscript. Our 
appreciation to David Nesbitt for English-writing assistance and for reminding us of the difference between 
‘simple and simplistic’. The authors are indebted to the staff of Sierra Nevada National Park for permission to work. 
www.nature.com/scientificreports/
1 1Scientific RepoRts | 7:43615 | DOI: 10.1038/srep43615
This study was supported by the Ministerio de Economía y Competitividad and Fondo Europeo de Desarrollo 
Regional (FEDER) (CGL2011-23681 and CGL2015-67682-R to PC), Ministerio de Medio Ambiente, Rural, y 
Marino (PN2009/067 to PC) and Junta de Andalucía (Excelencia projects P09-RNM-5376 and P12-RNM-327 
to PC and JMMS, respectively). M.J.C. was supported by the Spanish Government “Formación de Profesorado 
Universitario” PhD grant (FPU12/01243) and I.D.-G. by the Junta de Andalucía “Personal Investigador en 
Formación” PhD grant (FPI RNM-5376). This work is in partial fulfillment of the Ph. D. thesis of M.J.C.
Author Contributions
P.C., M.V.-A. and J.M.M.-S. conceived the original idea with inputs from M.J.C., and I.D.-G. M.J.C., J.M.M.-S., 
I.D.-G., M.V.-A. and P.C. designed and performed the experiments and samples analysis. P.C. and J.M.M.-S. 
contributed to the reagents and tools. M.J.C. analyzed all experimental and remote-sensing data, made the tables, 
figures and supplementary information, wrote and edited the manuscript. M.J.C., J.M.M.-S., I.D.-G., M.V.-A. and 
P.C. read, approved and substantially contributed to the final version of the manuscript.
Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at http://www.nature.com/srep
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Cabrerizo, M. J. et al. Rising nutrient-pulse frequency and high UVR strengthen 
microbial interactions. Sci. Rep. 7, 43615; doi: 10.1038/srep43615 (2017).
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.
This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The images 
or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, 
unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the Creative Commons license, 
users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this 
license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
 
© The Author(s) 2017
